
Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

david rottenberg [drassoc@ziplink.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:34 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wri.ting to voice my opposition to anyFCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast ilag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption Of DTV. 

4 robust, corr.petitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing.movir studios to veto features of 3TV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to.tel1 technologists what-new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and jLt could result in me being charged more money for iriferior 
functionality. 

If the PCC issues a i-roadcat;t f l a g  mandate, I would actually be less l.i!cely LO make an 
investment in UTV-capable receivers and oLher.eguipmerit. Lwill not pay more for devices 
chat limit ny rights at the behest of t!ollywood. llease do not nandate broadcast ElaG 
technolcgy for digital television. 'Thank you f3r ycxr time. 

Sincerely, 

david rottenberg 
102 Lake Shore Drive 
Wayland, MA 01778 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: 

Steven Grevemeyer [grevemes @ tsmservices.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:33 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to'any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a ccnsumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electroi?ics niust be.rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features o f  DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually.want, and it could result in me being charged more noneyfor inferior 
functionality . 
If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I.would actually be less .likely to make an 
investment ir. DF-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay nore ior devices 
that limit my ri.qhts at. the behest o f  Hollywood. Please do nct mandate broadcast fl.aq 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time: 

Sincerely, 

Steven Grevemeyer 
2519 N Ocean 3lvd #lo1 
30ca Raton, FL 33431 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

William Tingle [wttingle@yahoo.coml 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:00 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad f o r  innovation,'consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

d robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must he rooted. in manufacturers' 
ability !IO innovate for their customers. . Allowing movie stldios to.veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actualiy want, and it could result in me being charged more money'for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag.mandace, .I would actually >e less likely to make on 
investment in nTV-capable  receivers^ and.othsr equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
t.hat limit my.rights at the behest of Hollywood.: Please do aht. mandate broadcast flag 
technolor1 f o r  digital television. Thank you f o r  your t h e .  

Sincerely, 

William Tingle 
61 Squaw Rock Rd 
Danielson, CT 06239 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

William Tingle [wttingle@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 9:00 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

Noirember 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copgs 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopLion of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strcngly that such~a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want., and it. could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag maiidaEe, 1 would actually be less ljkely to make an 
investment in DTV-capabie recekiers snd uther.ewipment. I will n o c  pay more for devices 
that. I.imit my riqhts at .the behest of Hollywood. Please do noL mar,date broadcssr. flag 
technology for digital :c.elevision. Thank you for yo~ir time. 

Sincerely, 

William Tingle 
61 Squaw xock Kd 
Danielson, CT 06239 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Barry McGreer [bmcgreer@fidelitone.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:51 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a cmsume; and citizen, I.feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consuiner electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate 'for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it.could result in me being charged more..money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC .issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wouid actually %e less likely to make~an 
.investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipmmc. I.will not pay more for devices 
,that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not maEdate broadcast flag 
techn.ology for digital television.,Thank you for your time. 

Siiicarely, 

aarry McGrier 
37 Yardley 
Schaumburg, IL 60194 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Eddie Martinez [silver7722@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:50 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voic:e my opposition to.any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. .As  a consuner and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ulrrimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be roGted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell. technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what cunsumers 
like me actually want, and it could result .in m? being charged more money fopinferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag iaanda.te, I w o u l d  actually be less likely to make an 
investment in DTir-capable receivers and other .eqJi>nlent. I w i l l  n3t pay more for &vices 
that !.imi.t. my rights at the behest of Xollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flay 
technoloqy For digital television. ?'hank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Eddie Martinez 
3145 SW 127 Avenue 
Miami, ?L 33175 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Matt Wenzel [mwenzela indy.rr.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:45 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such d 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, conpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abi.lity to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what-new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 

.like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
funcEionality. 

If thz FCC issues .a broadcast flag mandate, 1.woulcl actually be less likely to make an. 
hvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more far devices 
that limit my riyhts at t.he behest of ilollywood. Please do nur: mandate broadcast flag 
technology ior d.igital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Matt Wenzel 
2277  Edsewater Circle 
Plainfield, IN 45168 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Matthew Sorge [msorge@chartertn.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:43 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated sdoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology f m  digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

. A  robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers: 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charcjed more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the 7CC issues a broadcast flay mandate, I would actually be less likely to make'an 
.investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more Eor devices 
chat limit my rights at the behest of EIollywood. Please do not mnnd.ate broadcast flag 
technol.ogy :for digital television. Thank yo<> for your !time. 

Shcerely, 

Matthew Sorge 
4052 Lakota Place 
Kingsport, TN 37664 
TJSA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Brian Fancher [existenz34@ bellsouth.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:23 AM 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Jonachan Adelstein, 

I am writing to.voice my opposition to any PCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strocgly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate.adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics mcst be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to vet.0 features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to, tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products t.hat don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result ,in me heing charged more money for inferior. 
functionality. 

If the E'CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actualpi tr? less likely to nake ail 
Favestment in DTV-capable receivers and other, equipment. I.will not pal7 more. for devices 
that limit iny rights at the behest 3f H o l l y w n o i l .  Please do not mandate,broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for y o u  time. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Fancher 
820 18th street south 
Room #321 
Birmingham, AL 35205  
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Tamara Sawyer [tsawyer2@ bellsouth.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:14AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandzte for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathl-een Abernaehy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag'' 
technology for digiral television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

2. robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios.to vet.0 Seatures of DTV-. 
reception,equipment'will enable the studios to.tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This.wil1 result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result..in me being charged more.money for inferidr 
functionality . 
If the ?CC issues a.broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely :ir make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not 2ay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. ?;ease do not manfiats broadces,t flag 
technology for digital kelevision. Thank you fsr y ~ u r  time. 

Sincerely, 

Tamara Sawyer 
2016 Pelican St 
Slidell. L2. 70460 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

John Cressman [ookami007@yahoo.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 8:03 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
techrmlogy f o r  digital television. As. a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly .that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abili.ty to innovate'for their customers. Allswing movie studios to veto features of DTV-. 
reception equipment.wil1 enable the studios to tell technologists what 'naw products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like ne actually want, and it  could^ result in me being charged more money for in€erior 
funccionaiitv . 

If t;-e FCC.issues a. broiidcist flag mandate, I would actualiy be ,less likely tc make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and othr equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit m y  rights at the behest of Hol.lywood. Please do not  mandate brmdcast f!.ag 
technology for digit.al television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

John Cressman 
1154 East Stateside Drive 
Oaninlsville, PA 18038 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
TO: 
Subject: 

Billy Olson [polbender@cox.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 3:43 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 12, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washingt.on, D.C. 20554 

Dear Ksthleeii Abernathy, 

I am writing co voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptiori of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a'consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers: Allowing.movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to.tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it. could result in me heing charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the 7'CC 
i:mestment 
that limit 
technology 

issues a broadcast flag mandate,. I would'actually be less likely to make an 
in DTV-capable receivers zmd other equipment. I will not pay more for deyrices 
my righcs at the behest of Hollywood. Please io not mandalze broadcsst.flag 
for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Billy Olson 
3 3  Pinehurst 
Abilene, TX 79606 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Theriault [scifiterx@earthlink.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 2:56 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelscein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of '"broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel stronyly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer.rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive aarket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing .movie studios to.veto features of DT'J- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to .tell technologists what-new products they 
can create. This will result in products .that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually.want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior. 
functionality. 

Li the FCC issues a broadcast :lag mandate, I would actually be less likely 'to make an 
hvestment in DTV-capable receivers an3 other equipment. I.will not pay niore for devi.ces 
tixt limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do ilot mandat.e braadcast flay 
technology for digital tel.evision. Thank you for your time.. 

Sincerely, 

David Theriault 
11000 PI. Riverside Dr.Apt. 1008 
Apt. # l o 0 8  
Indian Harbour 8each. FL 32937 
USA 
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From: Randy Spitzer [randy-spitzer@ hotmail.com] 
Sent: 
To: Commissioner Adelstein 
Subject: 

Wednesday, November 12,2003 2:47 AM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Televisiori 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers: Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the.studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in.me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

Tf the FCC issues a broadcast flag.mandate, I w o u l d  actually be less likely.to make an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will.not pay mors for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Holl-flood. Please do not mandate broadcast. flag 
technology for digital television. Thank ycu for your tine. 

Sincerely, 

Randy Spitzer 
1'703 21st Avenue NW 
Rschester, MN 55901 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Donny Dorsey [donnydorsey@earthlink.net] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 12:33 AM 
Commissioner Adelstein 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Jonathan Adelstein, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital celevision. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of ,DWI-  
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what 'new .products they 
can create. This will result .in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
Like me actually want, and it could result in.me.being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

I.! the E'CC issues a broadcast flag mandate. .'I would actually,be less likely to r.ake an 
investment in DW-cilpable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
t.hat limit my zights at the behest of HollywooJ. Please do gat mandate broadcast flag 
tachol.ogy for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Donny Dorsey 
609 Azalea Drive 
Forney, TX 75126 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

James Hales [jhales@houston.rr.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 12:22 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen -4hernathy. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of."broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. '. 

A robust, competitive markec for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
abiliry t@ innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios.to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new.products they 
can create. This will result in products that hn't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually wdnt, and it c3uld result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an 
investment .ir, DTV-capable receivers .and other equipinent. I vi11 not pay more €or devices 
that linit my rights at the behest of Hoj.lywood. Please do not. mandate broadcast ilag 
techaology for digital television. Thank you for your t<.ne. 

Sincerely, 

James Hales 
3100 Hughes Rd 
Dickinson, TX 7 1 5 3 9  
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

James Hales [ihales@ houston.rr.com] 
Wednesday, November 12.2003 12:21 AM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washington, D.C.  20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my Dpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag". 
techaology fcr  diaitai television. A s  a consumer and citizer,, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of.DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufauturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists.what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it. could result in me being charged more.money for inferi.or 
functioxality. , .  

If the X C  issues a broadcast flag .mandate, I would ac~ual>y..be less likely t o  make d n  
investment in DTV-capable receivers and othec equipment. I will not pay more for devices 
that limit r,y rights at the behest of Xo!lywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technoLogy for di.gita1 television.. Thank yon for your time. 

Sincerely, 

James Hales 
3100 Hughes K d  
Dickinson, TX 7'7539 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Melissa Fuller Becker [eff@fullerbecker.com] 
Wednesday, November 12,2003 12:16 AM 
KAQuinn 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D . C .  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast €lag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for con.sumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. 'Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception-eqoipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could resu1t.h me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

Ii the E'CC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I xould .actually~5e less likely 'to make a.? 
invest.ment in DT'J-capable receivers and ather equipment. I will no: pay more fur devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do no t  mandate broadcast fling 
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Melissa Fuller Becker 
306 NW 78th Street 
Seattle, bJA 98117 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Charles Kamerling [charles@dcvi.net] 
Sent: 
To: KAQuinn 
Subject: The broadcast flag rule 

Tuesday, November 11,2003 1 :57 PM 

What are you thinking? Acting in the best interests of a small handful of media moguls at the expense of the consumers' 
freedom to choose how they will fairly use media received is appalling. The mere fact that this most recent and heinous 
abuse of position is being carried out is offensive to both my sense of democracy as a tax paying citizen and to my sense 
of fairness and competitiveness in the market place as a small producer of digital content. 

Forcing a security standard into the digital arena is the largest mistake that will be made for decades concerning this issue. 
The FCC as a federally funded agency, should be working on behalf of the consumer. This latest gross demonstration of 
who really creates policy and for whom is the worst case of negligence I have seen since the fiasco with Air Traffic Control 
upgrades. 

Between the basic dissolution of the copyright acts, extendiny protections in some cases beyond 100 years, and these 
latest ram-rod tactics creating policies such as this one so openly practiced by the FCC and spearheaded by the media 
conglomerates, I as a consumer believe that I have just witnessed the last of my,media civil libelties and fair use capability 
wash down the drain. 

In answer to my opening question: We consumers know what you are thinking - you think control the content and you hold 
the,con:rol to the revenue generation models. Your corporate cronies would like nothing better fhan.to control evety piece 
of media created for all time, charging for every play of a song or showing of a previously recorded show: The 
repercussions for such acts will most likely dwarf the Napster effect. Because in the case of Napster. consumers weren't 
downloading in lieu of purchasing; they made a ccnscious decision not to purchase music. As I'm sure you are aware, 
while CD sales decreased DVD sales almost proportionally increased. 

. . . .  . 

' .  . 

Thank you for allowing ,ne to exercise my freedom of speech. We should all do sc) before we too toose that freedom in the 
name of profits for large corporations, veiled in the traditional FCC mantra of doilig what is best for consumers. 

Charles Kamerling 
Prattville, AL 

Respectfully, 

Charles Kamerling 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Brian Rudden [noobulator@noobulator.net] 
Tuesday, November 11,2003 1 :I 8 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Des? Michael Copps, 

1 am writing to voice my opposition to ar.y FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology .for diyital television. As, a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly chat such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate'adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in.manuEacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios.to veto features of DTV- 
reception equiDment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me'being charged more money f o r  .inferior 
functionality . I 

If the FCC issues a broadcast ,flag mandate. I would actually'be less likely to nake ml 
invest-ment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 'C wil,l not aay more for devices 
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Piease do not mandate.broadcast flag 
techno13gy f a r  digital television. Thank you for your tire. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Rudden 
4859 Csceola St 
Denver, tO 80212 
USA 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sam Combs [sammerl05@hotmail.com] 
Monday, November 10,2003 9:18 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

1 am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
'technology f@r digital television. As a ccnsumer and citizen, I feel st.rongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, csnpetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability tc innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studi0.s to tell- technologists what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like.me a'ctually want, and it could result in.me bei.ng charged more money for inferior 
hnct iona1.i ty . 

!:f the FCC issues a .broadcast flag inandate, I would actually be lesa likely; to make an 
investment ir. DTV--capable receivers and. other equipment. I will not rJay more for.de-rices 
that 1irni.t my r-ights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag 
technolagy for digital television. Thank you fgr your %he. 

Sincerely, 

Sam Combs 
8844 Randcm Road 
Fort Worth, TX 76179 
USA 

. .  
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Stephanie Kost 

From: Ron Melvin [ronm99@yahoo.com] 
Sent: 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: 

Monday, November 10,2003 8:25 PM 

I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 10, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCF-mandated adopcion of "broadcast flag" 
technology €or digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics inust be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios co veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studias to. tell technologists what new products they. 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually war.t, and it could result in me being charged more.money €or hferior 
functionality . 
If the  FCC issues a brohdcast flag mandate, I would actually be less Likely to mmke au 
i:ivestmer.t in D'I'V-capable receivers and other equipment. T w i l l  not pay more for. devi.ces 
that limit my rights at. the behest of Yollywood. Please do not mandate hroarlcast f l i lc j  
techr.o.:.ogy f o r  digital television. Thank you for your t.ime. 

Sincerely, 

Son Melvin 
229 Barbara Dr. 
ios Gatos, CA 95032 
USA 
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Stephanie Kost 

From: David Hall [nomad@joshua-wopr.com] 
Sent: Saturday, November08,2003 10:32 PM 
To: Michael Copps 
Subject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 8, 2303 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445  12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael COF~S, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology f o r  digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I Feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the uitiniate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. .~llowirig movie stuaios ro.veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the-studios to tell technologtsts what new products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and it could result in me.being charged .mors.money for inferior 
fiinctionali ty . 
If-the FCC issues a .broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make a i  

' :  investment in 9TV-capable receivers and other equj.pment. I will not pay more for devices 
,that limit rny uights at the behest af Hollywood. Please do nc'c mand.atn broadcast flag 
technology for rlinical television. Thar.k you f o r  your the. 

Sincerely, 

David Hall 
838 Westgate DL' 'ivc 
Jacksonville. FL 3 2 2 2 1  
USA 
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Stephanie Kosl 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Michael Deiss [mdeiss@indy.rr.com] 
Friday, November 07,2003 11 :57 PM 
KAQuinn 
Broadcast flag 

Dear Chairman Powell 

I don't think well of the FCC's ruling adopting the Broadcast Flag. 
This seemingly inconsequential flag will end up being a trigger for 
violation of the DMCA, which is an unfortunate piece of legislation that 
carries a very big hammer for violators. I seem to recall the FBI 
arresting a Russian DMCA violator while presenting at a California 
conference. I don't think private individuals should be jailed for 
taking some non-profit liberties with content delivered over commercial 
(free) broadcast television. 

I have always assumed that TV broadcasters receive (free) use.of the 
airwaves in return for serving the public interest. Although the FCC 
gives lip service to freedom of copying.fcr home use; the DIUICA knows no 
such limitations when copy controls are circumvented, even if such 
content remains within the home:If the FCC specifies a copy control, 
then it specifies a way for DMCA to be triggered.. Has the PCC has been 
snookared by MPAA lawyers? . .  . 

Rather than fosjtering innovation and new products, the riiling w i l l  
create a chilling effect on new kinds of consumer products, for 
minnfacturers' fear of federal rules violations and penalties. In a 
worse 3a.se scenario, new products will only be. allowed only. to the 
extent of permission by content providers, who are very happy making 
rioney within their current business models. For icstance, what will 
this ruling do to the newly evolving '"Home Theater PC" market? 

Best regards, 

Michael Deiss 
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Stenhanie Kost 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

David Allen [mendrys@excite.com] 
Friday, November 07,2003 233 PM 
Michael Copps 
I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 

November 7, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washingt.on, D.C. 20554  

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" 
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a 
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust., competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' 
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV- 
reception equipment will enable the studios to :ell technologists what new'products they 
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers 
like me actually want, and .it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
f unctionali ty . 
1f the FCC issce.; a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually'be'less likely to make'an 
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not  pay more .for devices 
that iimit  my rights at the behest. of €ioll.ywood. Please do not. mandate broadcast flag 
technology €or digi.tal televisi.on. Thank you :or your ti.me. 

Sincerely, 

David Allen 
8008 Cross 
North Richland Hills, TX 76180 
USA 
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